
• 0 
00 
fM 
Kl 
fM 
Kl 

«r 

»© 
Kl 

I fH 

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 

CERTinED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REOUESTED 

Al Cardenas, Chainnan 
American Conservative Union 
1007 Cameron Sti-eet 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

DEC 07 2012 

RE: MUR 5758 (Pierce O'Donnell) 
(formerly part of MUR 5366) 

Dear Mr. Cardenas: 

This is in reference to the complaint filed by fee American Conservative Union with the 
Federd Election Commission on May 30,2003, conceming various contributors to Edwards for 
President, which was origindly designated MUR 5366. On June 21,2006, fee American 
Conservative Union was notified of fee Commission's actions m feis matter and that this matter 
was closed on June 5,2006. Related documents were placed on fee public record. 

On June 5,2006, fee Commission severed respondents Pierce O'Donnell and O'Donnell 
Shaefifer Mortimer LLP from MUR 5366 and opened a new matter for feem, which was 
designated MUR 5758. After conducting an investigation in MUR 5758, fee Commission, on 
Februaiy 21,2007, found that feere was probable cause to believe Pierce O'Donnell knowingly 
and wiUfidly violated 2 U.S.C. § 44 If, a provision of the Federd Election Campdgn Act of 
1971, as amended, and referred him to fee Department of Justice pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 
§ 437g(a)(5)(C). Also on this date, fee Commission found probable cause to believe that Dolores 
Vddez violated 2 U.S.C. § 44 If and decided to take no further action ofeer than admonishment 
and close fee file wife respect to her; decided to take no action against O'Donnell & Mortimer 
LLP £^a O'Donnell & Shaeffer LLP and closed fee fde as to feem; and took no further action 
ofeer than admonishment and close fee file wife respect to Christina Andujo, Hilda Escobar, 
Jacqueline Folsom, Russell Folsom, Anita Latmovic; Else Latinovic, Maiy O'Donnell, Meghan 
O'Donnell, Elizabefe Owen, Bert Rodriguez, Johnny Rodriguez, Rafael Velasco, Gerdd Wahl, 
Helen Wahl, and Harry Silberman. 

On December 5,2012, a conciliation agreement signed by Pierce O'Donnell was accepted 
by fee Commission. Accordingly, fee Comniission closed the file in MUR 5758 on December 5, 
2012. 
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Documents related to MUR 5758 will be placed on the public record within 30 days. See 
Statement of Policy Regarding Disclosure of Closed Enforcement and Related Files, 
68 Fed. Reg. 70,426 (Dec. 18,2003) and Statement of Policy Regarding Placing First Generd 
Counsel's Reports on tiie Public Record, 74 Fed. Reg. 66,132 (Dec. 14,2009). A copy of flic 
agreement with Pierce O'Donnell, and fee relevant dispositive General Counsel's Report, is 
enclosed for your infonnation. 

Sincerely, 

K 
00 
rsi 
Kl Mark D. Shonkwiler 
^ Assistant General Counsel 
Kl 
'ST 
^ Enclosures 
0 Conciliation Agreement 
^ Generd Counsel's Report #1, dated Febmary 15,2007 
»H 



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 

IndieMatterof ) 
) MUR 5758 

Pierce O'Donnell ) 

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT 

This matter was initiated by a signed, swom, and notarized complaint. An investigation 

00 

was conducted, and the Federal Election Commission ("Commission") found probable cause to 
fM 

believe that Pierce O'Donnell ("Respondent") knowingly and willfully violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f. 
Kl 

NOW, THEREFORE, fee Commission and fee Respondent, having duly entered 

— "~-~-•• 
0 into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(A)(i), do hereby agree as follows: 
Kl 

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and fee subject matter of 

feis proceeding. 

n. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate that no action should 

be taken in feis matter. 

in. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with the Commission. 

IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows: 

Background 

1. Pierce O'Donnell is a United States citizen residing in Los Angeles, 

Cdifomia. O'Donnell is the founding partner and Chairman of fee law firm O'Donnell & 

Mortimer LLP f/k/a. O'Donnell Shaeffer Mortimer LLP in Los Angeles, Cdifomia.' 

2. Dolores Vddez, Else Latinovic, Hilda Escobar, Bert Rodriguez, Harry 

Silberman, and Elizabefe Owen are or were non-lawyer employees of O'Donnell & Mortimer 



Conciliation Agreement 
MUR 5758 
Page 2 

LLP at fee time oftiie events in this matter. Dolores Vddez was O'DonneU's secretary and 

personal assistant. Else Latinovic was an oflice administrator. Hilda Escobar was a secretary. 

Bert Rodriguez was a fecility manager. Harry Silberman was a paralegal. Elizabeth Owen was a 

secretary. 

^ 3. Mary O'Donnell, Meghan O'Donnell, Helen Wahl, and Gerdd Wahl are 
00 

I (M relatives of Pierce O'DonneU. 
jf Kl 
j 1̂  4. Anita Latinovic, Jacqueline Folsom, Russell Folsom, Raphael Vdasco, 
: 'ST 

KJ Johnny Rodriguez, Christina Andujo, and Mayela Saucedo are relatives or friends of fee 

O'DoimeU & Mortimer LLP employees referenced in Paragraph IV.2. 

5. Senator John Edwards was a candidate for President of the United States 

in fee Democratic primaries for the 2004 election. 

6. Edwards for President and Julius Chambers in his officid capacity as 

f treasurer (the "Edwards Committee") was Senator John Edwards's aufeorized committee, as set 

5 forth in 2 U.S.C. §431(6). 

Law 

7. 2 U.S.C. § 441 f prohibits: (1) making a contribution in fee name of 

another; (2) knowingly permitting one's name to be used to efifect such a contribution; and 

(3) knowingly accepting such a contribution. In addition, no person may knowingly help or 

assist any person in making a contribution in fee name of another. 2 U.S.C. § 441 f; 11 C.F.R. 

' In mid-2006, O'Donnell & Mortimer LLP and its assets were acquired by a large national law furn. Pierce 
O'Donnell left with an assistant and a paralegal to establish O'Donnell & Associates PC, which presently employs an 
assistant and a second year associate. 
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I § 110.4(b)(l)(iii). This prohibition also applies to any person who provides fee money to others 

to effect contributions in tiieir names. 11 C.F.R. § 110.4(b)(2). 

t Facts 

8. Pierce O'DoimeU agreed to host a fimdraising breakfast for Senator John 

(T) Edwards's presidentid campaign. Using law firm stationery, O'DoimeU sent invitations to 
<Ji 

approximately 50 individuals. The fundraiser took place on March 1,2003 at the Peninsula fM 
Kl 
fM 
Kl Hotel in Los Angeles, Califomia. O'DoimeU recalls making a commitment to raise $50,000 by 

O 
Kl 

March 31,2003, for fee Edwards Committee. After O'DoimeU agreed to raise funds, the 

Edwards Committee sent him a package which contained donor cards and legd compliance 

information, including a written warning that the law prohibited reimbursed contributions. 

9. O'DoimeU knew that the law placed limits on fee amount of individual 

contributions to federal candidates and knew feat fee law prohibited reimbursing federd 

campdgn contributions. Pierce O'Donnell had prior experience raising funds for federd 

candidates. O'DoimeU himself was previously a candidate for fee House of Representatives, and 

he dso served on fee nationd finance conunittee of Bill Clinton's 1992 and 1996 presidential 

campaigns. 

10. In mid-March 2003, O'DoimeU asked Dolores Vddez, his secretary and 

persond assistant, to approach bofe attomeys and non-lawyer employees at O'Donnell & 

Mortimer to solicit contributions to fee Edwards Committee. At O'DonneU's mstmction, Vddez 

told fee non-lawyer employees that O'Donnell would reimburse them and anyone feey recmited 

for feeir contributions. Attomeys at fee law firm were not ofifered reimbursement. This followed 

a similar pattem to a previous reimbursement scheme in 2000. In 2000, O'DoimeU had dso held 
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a fundraiser for a Los Angeles mayoral candidate, James Hahn, at the law firm, and he 

subsequentiy reimbursed contributions to the Hahn campaign in a similar fashion to the 

reimbursements at issue in this matter. O'DoimeU pleaded no contest to five counts of using a 

false name to make campaign contributions to settle criminal charges in Los Angeles related to 

the Hahn reimbursements. O'Donnell settied civil charges with the Los Angeles City Ethics 
0> 
fM Commission and the Califomia Fair Political Practices Commission related to fee Hahn 
Kl 

reimbursements, and was penalized with a fine and probation. 

KJ 11. Dolores Valdez approached five non-lawyer employees of fee firm feat 
0 
^ agreed to make, and/or recmit others to make, reimbursed contributions to fee Edwards 
rH 

Committee. The non-lawyer employees were Else Latinovic, Hilda Escobar, Bert Rodriguez, 

Harry Silberman, and Elizabetii Owen. Valdez did not make a contribution in her own name. 

(a) In addition to her own $2,000 contribution. Else Latinovic solicited 

her mofeer, Anita Latinovic, and family friends, Jacqueline Folsom and Russell Folsom to make 

$2,000 contributions to fee Edwards Committee. O'Donnell gave Else Latinovic an $8,000 

check to reimburse fee contributions made by her, Anita Latinovic, Jacqueline Folsom, and 

Russell Folsom. 

(b) In addition to her own $2,000 contribution, Hilda Escobar solicited her 

fefeer, Raphael Valasco, to conttibute $2,000 to fee Edwards Committee. O'Donnell gave Hilda 

Escobar a $4,000 check to reimburse the contributions made by her and Raphael Valasco. 

(c) In addition to his own $2,000 contribution, Bert Rodriguez solicited 

his son, Johnny Rodriguez, and his son's girlfriend, Christina Andujo, to each contribute $2,000 

to fee Edwards Committee. O'Donnell gave Bert Rodriguez a $4,000 check to reimburse fee 
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contributions made by Johimy Rodriguez and Christina Andujo. Dolores Valdez reimbursed Bert 

Rodriguez for his contribution out of a check O'Donnell gave to Ms. Valdez. 

(d) O'DonneU gave Harry Silberman and Elizabefe Owen each $2,000 

checks to reimburse their contributions. 

<M (e) Dolores Valdez solicited her sister, Maria Saucedo, to contribute 
Qi 

^ $2,000 to fee Edwards CoRunittee. O'Donnell gave Valdez a $4,000 check to reimburse her 
Kl 
fM 

Kl Sister's contnbution as well as Bert Rodriguez's contribution. 

^ 12. In addition to soliciting and reimbursing non-lawyer employees of his law 
Ki 

rH firm tiuough Ms. Valdez, O'Donnell directiy asked family members to contribute $2,000 to the 

Edwards Committee that he would reimburse. Maiy O'Donnell, Meghan O'Donnell, Helen 

Wahl, and Gerald Wahl are all members of O'DonneU's family that made contributions in fee 

ampunt of $2,000 each to fee Edwards Committee and were reimbursed by Pierce O'Donnell. 

13. O'Donnell himself contributed $2,000 to fee Edwards Conunittee. 

14. O'DoimeU and 34 ofeer individuals associated wife him contributed 

approximately $50,000 to fee Edwards Committee. O'Donnell reimbursed 16 of feese 

individuals for contributions totaling $32,000, though two of these contributions (totaling 

$4,000) were apparentiy not received by fee Edwards Committee. 

15. In 2008, O'DonneU was indicted for three felony violations of federal 

campaign law. After a jury trial and lengfey appellate process, in August 2011, O'Donnell 

entered a guilty plea to two misdemeanor violations of federal campaign laws and was sentenced 

to two monfes in federal prison and four months in a halfway house. 
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16. O'DonneU's license to practice law in Califomia was suspended for 

several months while he served out his sentence for these criminal convictions, and remains 

suspended at tiiis time. Respondent contends feat his criminal indictment, convictions and the 

suspension ofhis Califomia law license have negatively impacted his law practice, which is his 

' 1̂  sole source of income. Respondent also contends that he has been diagnosed with medical 

^ conditions that make it difficult to work, and that his law firm is not presently generating any 
Kl 
fM 
1̂  income. 

^ 17. In June 2011, O'Donnell separated from his wife of 16 years and began 
0 

^ divorce and child custody proceedings feat he contends were contentious and costiy. 

18. Respondent contends that he has accumulated substantial legal and other 

debts related to his criminal and divorce proceedings that remain outstanding, and he has 

provided documentation to support his claims about his financial circumstances. 

19. Under peiwlty of perjuiy, Respondent declares that fee contributions 

enumerated herein are fee only federal contributions that he reimbursed or attempted to 

reimburse, and feat fee mformation contained in feis Agreement regarding feose conttibutions 

and describing his current financial circumstances is complete and accurate. 

V. Respondent knowingly and willfully violated 2 U.S.C. § 441 f by making 

contributions in fee names of others. 

VI. In ordinaiy circumstances, fee Conunission would seek a civil penalty based on 

fee violations outlined in this agreement as well as mitigating circumstances. However, based 

upon representations made by O'Donnell, including fee submission of a swom affidavit and 

financial documentation detailing fee dissolution ofhis assets, the Commission is taking into 
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account the fact that O'DoimeU has considerable outstanding debts, no current income and no 

reasonable expectation of income that would enable him to pay a civil penalty in the foreseeable 

future. The Commission regards feese submissions and representations as material 

representations. Due to fee mitigating circumstances presented by O'DormeU's financial 

KJ condition, the Commission agrees that no civil penalty will be due. If evidence is uncovered 

^ ^ indicating O'DoimeU's financial circumstances are not as stated in his affidavit and 
f Kl 
[ (M 

it ffl documentation, a total civil penalty of two hundred and seventy-two thousand dollars ($272,000) 

^ shall be inunediately due, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(5)(B). 
CD 
Kl 
»H VII. Respondent will cease and desist from violating 2 U.S.C. § 441 f 

vm. The Commission, on request of anyone fiUng a complaint under 2 U.S.C. 

§ 437g(a)(l) conceming the matters at issue herein or on its own motion, may review compliance 

wife this agreement. If fee Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement thereof 

has been violated, it may institute a civil action for relief in fee United States District Court for 

the District of Columbia. 

IX. This agreement shall become effective as of fee date tiiat all parties hereto have 

executed fee same and fee Commission has approved the entire agreement. 

X. Respondent shall have no more tiian 30 days from the date this agreement 

becomes effective to comply wife and implement fee requirements contained in this agreement 

and to so notify fee Commission. 
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XL This Conciliation Agreement constitutes fee entire agreemem between fee parties 

on fee nuitters raised herein, and no otfaer statemem; promise, or agreement, either written or 

oral, made by eitiier paity or by agents of dfeer party, diat is not contained in tiiis written 

agreement shall be enforceable. 

FORTHE COMMISSION: 

Date 

Anfeony Hennan 
Counsel 

BY: 
1 A. Petalas 

Associate General Counsel for Enforoement 

FOR THE RESPONDENT: 

Date Pieice O'DonneU 
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Pieroe O'Donnell 

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION̂ ECReTARIAT 

FCB IS A ft33 

ODooneil fe Morthner LLP 
fifk/a OT>QnneU fe Shaeffer LLP 

Dolores Valdez 

SENSITIVE 

Oflh^rr'OnWli^mnd^ ChrfadnaAndigô  Hilda 
Eacobar, Ja6queUneFolaoni,RnaBellFolaoni» Anita ) MUR 5758 
Latinovic, Elae Latinovic, Maiy O'Donndl, Mê um 
0*DonneU« EUzabefe Owen, Bert Rodriguei, Johnny 
Rodriguez, Raftd Vehttco, Gendd Wahl, Helen WaU, 
and Hany Snbeiman. 

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT #1* 

1 L ACTIONS RECOMMENDED 

2 (l)Fhid probdde cauae to believe feat Pieree 0*Donndl knowmgly a^ 

3 vkihded2U.S.C.$441f,j.. . t 

4 I (2) fiid probable 

5 cauae to bdieve feat O'DonnaU ft Moitinier UP fik/a O'DonneU feShaefiGv 

6 viohded2U.S.aS441fand . (3) feid probable 

7 cause to bdieve dud Dolorea Vddez vtolaled 2 U.S.C§441f, but lake no feifeer action 

g tfaan to issue a letter of admoni ahnwiTt and close the file; and (4) take no furdier action other dam 

9 to issue lettera of admodahmem aid doae die fite aa to die fifteen remaining conduit 

10 reapondfliitSi 

' life naner was geamrted by fee Coonniite nmlag dtegatfon 
pievioiidydesisaatBdaaMURSSaS. AMawgh thii is the feitnportadiniittad under 
was diicunod ia MUR5366 Oenenl OouBsera Reports #1, #3, and ffs. 
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1 n. HTmQPVCnOH 
2 The Conuniasknprevkiualy feund leaaon to bdieve feat tfae Film knowmgly a^ 

3 wdlfelly vkdated 2 U.S.C. § 4411; feat Piaoe O'DonneU vioktfed 2 U.S.C § 441( and feat 

4 various ofeer Req̂ ondeat8,uich]duigDdores Vddez, vkdated 2 U.S.C.§441C lliebasisfer 

5 feese findings waa information that the Fnm may have reunbursed some of its employees fer 

6 contributiona to John Edwarda'a 2004 prealdentid campaign. SiseFeeind and Legd And^ 
fM 

Nl 7 MUR5366. 

0 
Kl 

^ 8 Tlie leaoha offee enaulnglnvesdgadon are feUy aet feifem tfae Geneid Counad'a Bri^ 

9 laaued to Pieree 0*DonnelU O'Donndl ft Mortimer, LIP, and DokweaV 

10 herainafler as'K)'DonneUBriê ''*TlnnBiid;''and''Valdez BriefTi wfaidi 

11 reference. In auni» Pierce O'DonneU (wfao aaseited hia Fiffe Amendment right radier tfam 

12 provide tesdnioiy fal feis nutfter) used hia pcTBciMdfends.torefanbuiacshrtecnfaidW 

13 Gndudiogempk̂ yeea offee Fkm)forS32,000fecootribodon8toEdwarda for PM 

14 Edwarda Comndtlee'T. and he waa aadsledni fete scheme by fais tegd secretaiy, Dokm 

15 (wfao alao aaaeited her Fiffe Amendment right).' 

16 Pieroe O'DonneU, the Firm, and Dobrea Valdez do not diqiute die haaiefiî  

17 reimbusementofcoalribudoos act ferfe fal tfae Qenerd Counad'a BriefiL iSee O'DonneU 

18 Reaponae Brieffikd on Dee. 11,2006; Supfdementd O'Donndl ReqKmaeBiirf 

19 2007; Ffam Reaponae Brief fikd on Dec 14̂  2006; and Valdez Reaponse Brief filed on Dec 5, 

20 2006. Tim O'lXmndl Reaponae is Ifanlttd to argdng feat Pieroe O'DooneU faad a mentd 

* For unknown rewwna, only t2S,000cftheieoci!tribiitkmi wewrwdved and dcpoiited by the Edwaids | 
ConniaBe. llie EdwaidiGomaittecbVrhfeh appean to have had neknowMas efthe reinî ^ ; 
pronqt̂ refinidad aO eoBiribuiioas aoHdtad hy O'Doaadl upoa kanrî  
Abnittar. i 
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1 condition feat caused fafan to ladi tfae capaeily to act hi a knowfaig and wUlfhlnumflM, TfaeFfam 

2 Reqxmse is Unuied to aigouig feat fee Fimi is not vicaxKHislyUable fer 0*E^^ 

3 vk)ladon8offan¥uiconnecdon wife dds matter. The Valdez Response is Umited to argnfaig feat 

4 VaUezwasasoborduiateemptoyeewfaosnnidyfeUowedO'Donnett'sfaistiucdonsfaioĉ ^ 

5 die refanbursemeot acfaeme, and aaka dm Coouniaakm to eiercise its diseratfon by takuig no 
' fM 

Kl 6 flufeoracdon. 

jî ^ 7 Based on our consideration oftfae responses, we are rpcommending diat tiie Coinmission 

0 8 find probdde caae to bdieve feat specific Reapondenia vkdated fee Act We reconunend dut fee 
Ki 

rH 9 ComnuadonffaidpnfeBbte cauae to bdieve fed Pieree O'Domidl knowuiĝ  

10 vmlated2U.S.C§441f, 

11 

12 We alao reconunend feat die Conunlaskm find probable cause to bdieve feat 

13 fee Ffam vkdated 2 U.S.C.§441f (bid eimroise its prosecufeorid discretion to make ^ 

14 widiout a knowing and wUUul component) and. We 

15 fuifeer reconunend Ifaat tfae Commiaakm find pndiabte cauae fe bdieve dut Dokm 

16 vkdaled 2 U.S.C. 1441̂  but tdte imfuidier action odur tfaan to laaue a letter of adfl̂ ^ 

17 FinaUy, we recommend dut die Commiaafcm take no fintfaer action odur dun to laaue letleis of 

18 adnionidmient to various indhddnab wfao served as conduits ibr reunburaed eontrî  
19 Edwards Committee 
20 OL FACTyAp,WJMW^Y 

21 Pieroe O'Donndl, a name partner fal fee Ffam, lefanbuised $32,000 fal comribudô  

22 Edwards Conunittee Ul March of2003. These conUibudoas and refanbuisemeuls were oonnected 

23 toaMttdi 1,2003 fbndrd8faigbiediftst01)onneUfaadfao8todfer 
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1 some attomeys ofthe Finn as weU as other uKfivufanls. Alfeouflib O'Donndl used fee Ffam's 

2 resources, inofadfâ  its personnd, sopidies and letteriiead to oiganize die bred 

3 made die refanburaements uaing faia peraond funds. 

4 Wfaen O'Donndl feiled 10 meet fais fimdidsuig god duougfa fee fbodcaiser, fae ad^ 

^ S Dokues Vddez, his legd secretaiy, to find en̂ kyeesofdu Finn wfao wodd oonlribû  

6 retum fiMr rdmbunement of tfadr contribution. As diacuaaed fai fee Oenenl (Counad'a Briefe, 

Oi 

fM 
' Kl 
. fM 

^ 7 Vddez had previoudy niade aunUaranaiigementa fiff O'DomuUfoUowfaBg a fbn^ 

' *̂  9 eoidribodons to the Edwards Committeê  Ms. Valdez adced various non4a«7tt 

10 Fimi to make contributions, wfakfe O'DonneU woidd refanbueae, and also adced some of di^ 

11 employees to soUdt tfaeir fiiends and family membeis to nuke eouuibuttena, which also wouM 

12 be refatdmried by O'Donndl.̂  Ftow Chart of Rdmbuisements attacfaed to Generd 

13 Counsd's Briefe at AttKfamentL 

14 O'DonneU, wfao vvas an experienced poUdcdfbndsdser and fonner cottgrasstond 

15 candidate, was fully anware feat it was iUegd to reunburse conlribudons and evĉ  

16 cani pioWdcd by die Edwaids Comniittee DOtbig tfae proUbitkm on contributions m 

17 name of anotfaer. O'DomwU'a RcqMmaedoea not diapute hia knowledge that it was iUegd to 

18 refanbuiae tfae ocntrilmtk>ns. O'DonneU Reaponse at 7; O'DonneU Reaponae BidL lat 4. 

19 O'DonndU faowever, luaadmiittedniedicdeykiBneeiiirifcating tfaat fae waa, an̂  

' Al noted to fhe Geneid Coanad's Briei; O'DoDBcn noeot̂  settled bofe crindnd sod cMI chsr̂  
rsbttag fo the idetawaM of die Hsho eoniribidons ̂  plea^ 
nsme to make carapalga CMilrihullBns> SteGCEM0falpp*84aBdfe7. 
* As Dotedb die QeMcdOonnsers Brief; the lawyeri SI die Firm wfao 
Commidee appear te have dene so whhont any pramiae of refanlNneenBL 
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1 firom Bipohv Disorder, wfaidi faiqufaed lus jadgnum and puporl̂  

2 have'Svillfidly''vkdated fee Act 

3 The Finn has submitted evidence tiut co partner m fee Fhm otiier tfaan O'Donnen was 

4 aware offee rdndnusemenls and haa aigued dut it ia not vicariously Udite fiar v^ 
Q 

Q 5 O'DomwU feat it contenda dkl not occur as part offee Finn's ordfauiycooise of business. 
Kl 

^ 6 IV. LBCALAWMfySKS 
fM 

^ 7 A. H.w.O'n—rfl 
Q 8 The Act prolublta any person fim mddng a contribution in dw nanw of anofeer. 
Kl 

H 9 2U.S.C 8441P, 11CJPJL § 110.4(b)(2). O'DonneU wade $32,000 fai contributions fai fee 

10 names of dxteen ofeerfadivfafauds. See O'Donndl Brief at 9-13. Thatisnotdispmedbyfee 

11 reapondent Aldumghduevklenoe discussed fai dwOeneid Counsd's Briefe and bdow afaows 

12 feat fee violation is knowfaig and wUlfU, O'Donndl aigues dut he faffiked tfae capacity 

13 a Tcnowfaig and wUlfbl''viohttkm offee tew due to a prevknidy undiagnosed i ^ ^ 

14 The phraae'lmowuig and wUUul*'faidicafes fed *̂BCts were conunitted wife a kn^ 

15 ofaU fee relevant fiuts and arecognitkm feat fee acdon is prddUted by tew....'* HJL Rpt 94-

16 917Bt3-4(Mar. 17,197Q(r̂ pHMSei/ihLeglafattiveHl8tô  

17 Amendments of 1976 at 803^ (Aug. iSTT)); seetdso Nationai Eight to Work Comm. y, FEC. 

18 716 F.2d 1401,1403 p.C. Cir. 1983) (cldngifF/̂ CiO v. FEC, 628 F.2d 97,98,101,102 (D.C. 

19 Cir. 1980)fiirfeepioposldonfeaft*%nowfaigandwllllfal''meaM 

20 oonactona, and deUbenteffanmdng*[dc] ofdw AcT 88 opposed to "Vibreadi of Uwl̂ ndstdĉ  

21 not by wUlfid wion :̂ (MitedSlates v. HopkUis. 916 F ^ 207.214-lS (Sfe Cir. 1990). Tlw 

22 f̂iiyiftfereourtalsofaeUfedtakfaigstqistodisgufaiedusô  

23 might reasonddy be exptefawd as duresukofa "motivation to evade Unv^ (citing 
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1 Ingram v. United States. 360 U.S. 672,679 (19S9)) Ootemd quotodons omitted). A Section 

2 441fiddBdon, fal idddidw tnw source ofdw fimds used to nuike a contifeuticntewfafahekl fim 

3 dwredpient committee, is fadwrendysdf-conoeaUng. 

t 4 Aa noted in tfae (Jenend counsel's Briefe, feere sre nudtipte reasons to condude tfaat 

0 S O'DonneU knownigly and wUUIdly vkdated fee Act'Sw O'DonneU Brief at 10̂1 L 
Kl 
^ 6 O'Dounell's decadea of prior experience wife poUticd fimdrdring demonstrates faia knowiedge 
fM 

^ 7 oftfaetew. Fhmirunnfaig fiar Congreaa to seekfaig an advisoiy opinioa finm dwConuniaakm to 
KJ 
Q 8 servuig on fee nationd ffaianee eommittee of a pieskkndd campaign, O'DonneU b a 
Kl 

; <̂  9 sophisticated poUdcdaebir. Second, dw Edwarda Committee sem O'DouneU an faiifimnationd 
jf 

^ 10 psdcet dua redted fee prddbidon on mddng contributions fal dw name of anofecr, Tfafad, 

11 O'DonneU signed a donor card provkled by dw Edwards Coounittee Ifaat expUcid̂  

^ 12 contributions camiot be rdmboned. Fourtli, O'DonneU devdoped an cfafeoratc acfaeme ft> 

13 disgdae fee source offau conlribudons by usnigmultiptetevete of conddts, wfaich £ ^ 

14 trae source offee oonfiribudons. Rnally, fee use oftfae word 1)omi8''on fee memo Unes of 

15 refanburaementcfaedcB to Ffam enipkiyeeaaiiggeata an intern to Idde tlw tnw p^ 

16 diecks.* Tfaeae cfannnutancesestabUsh a dear basb fiv tfae Gonunisskm to ffadprduUe cauae 

17 to beUeve feat O'DonneU'e vkdadon offee Act was knowuig and wUlfid. 

'lheCondsskmdsont̂ ydrvv an advcrMfadbsoee fem O'Donndl's nIM SaaBaoOar 
K Matttam̂  425 U.S. 308,318(197̂  SSC« Oomna/î TVOeldthiit J!MA,401 FJd 1031,1046 (MhCSr. 2005) 
(Iplarties ate flm lobivofce the FMhAneidmeatkioivU cases, bia tiie coimbeĉ  
tafbreaoes fiem diek Mun of proof) qmOigSSC VL CdtBa. 139 FJd 674,677 9fe Cbr. I999)L 

* ta hs one OMmNttoaa teodMlhsoO*D0BMn'snMBtBl BisiB, the 0*Domidl Rasper 
BO evfdeaca bate fes CoouBldaa diat O'taaaU fcrsoRolftf pMpsred the d i ^ 
noiadononcemrinoffeedmb." (ODooodlReipoosaei3.fe3). NonrtdisiandhisfelBqodlfieatfoctbB 
O'DonneU Respoose apparently does not GonM thst PiemO'Dooaen bodi an^^ 
coniflbwllonfdnhiaseBieBnconlBlBlBcdie"lwniâ ncftdoB. 
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1 In arguing fee violations were not knowfaig and willful, O'DomwU'a response reUesô  

2 tiw lettera fim firar nientdheatfeprofesskmab wfao exammed O'DonneU, fiMT vaiying lcn 

3 oftunefairBcentnumfes,andduignosedhunasfaavfaiigeidierBlpofavIorn Disorder.̂  

4 SeeO'DonndlResponŝ Eifes. 1-5. AccordfaigtodwReqEioiue,falŝ  
fM 

O S **inteUecUid and profesdond capabilities and aduevementa," hb mentd Uhwaa ''rignificantiy 
Kl 

' ^ 6 fanpdrad...hbjudgnient and capacity to fim fee requidtefadenr tfaat fee O'Dom^ 
Kl a 

^ 7 aigues brequfacd to satiŝ dwknowfaig aod wUlfid standarl'SIseO'Doimdl Response at 3. 

Q 8 Purauant to arequed ad finfe fal fhe Responae, we md wife Dr. Maik MUb to fiufeerdiaeoa^ Kl 

9 dfaigooab of Mr. ODonneU. in tfaat meeting, Dr. MiUs acknowledged tfaat O'DomwU knew tfaat 

10 hb conduct was iUegd and faad attenipted to conced fa, but opfawd dwt bofe fec knowfaig and 

11 wUUul dements offab oondud were significandŷ bhured" by his puipaitedmenld fa 

12 Iht wifeDr.MadLMUb,Dec 19,2006. Dr. NfiUa stated feat dfec time ofdw Edwards 

13 coottibudons, ODonneU was Ukely fal a hypomanfe state feat prevented fafan ftom *̂ connccdng 

14 tfae dots,** or propeiiy weighuigdw refattivefaiqiorfamee of tlw legd prohibi 

15 refanbuiaement of fiKkid contributions. Tfaos, Dr. h ĉfadmed tfaat at one levd O'Donndl 

' A defldtion of Bipohe IHBoider iton fee Nadomd lasdhen ofMenad Hsahh 
OTPeaadlnspewe brief. SieO*DoaneORespQaaeflt5. AeoodfaigtoDr.Mari(MiibkO*DemieUhadnolbeai 
dlaseesedwlUi Bipdsr Dlsorisrto20a3. Int widi Dr. htak Mills, Dee. 19,2006. tedee^, one oftte nemd hedth 
preftsslomfe sdMdttbig a nport; Burt Oransmac Ph.D.f tmaisd Mr. OnJofloê  
1995 BatBPecea*er 1997, aad nmn weeetty ftom Augiat2004 to the pwsentŵ ^ 
aynvtsau as behi8 tadleative of a Bipolar diseider, uiitt sofe a dtaunoais m 
eMBriae Mr. O'DoaneH aftg the Commisston began hwndgartug iWs nattsr. Sin O'Donnell RMponse at 

'WotwhhstsadhigdmdlagdfaBpactoBhhJidgpnemhtwnisofdechitag 
Bdwads Gooinilteeb SBvenI of dm BWBld heahh piolhsshnab who evBhmlBd O'DonaaU c ^ 
conpaittieaialasd to hto penoad dadĥ  and dM not steprifleandy faopdr 0*0̂  
during the sins thne period becuuie of •sristaBcepiwided Iiy hbcoleagueŝ  tathakaupplameDtBl 
response brief. O'Donodrsooonsd asserted that hbBlpohD-DisoiYlerM 
pmecice hi tfae aitaofdte and ooUesgneidaliDaî  bot ttat doesnt SiwODoanell 
SupplsBMuad RBspcnse at 1'4. 
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1 knew wfaddw tew was, but because of hbiUness he was unable to fuUy comprehend that tiw 

2 tew appUed to fafan. fart, wtth Dr. Made MUb, Dec 19,2006. fai sum, O'DonneU aigoea feat fab 

3 puiported mentd condition negates a findbg tiut he acted knowingly and wiUfidly. See 

4 O'Donndl Reaponae d 13-16. 
Kl 
Q 5 O'DonneU b aigdng a diminfadwd capacity defense, afanilar to tiut uaed to negate a 
Kl 

*̂  6 **8pedfie farieot" reqdrement fai crimind pcoaecuttona. See, e.g., Urdted Stales v. Sayetsitty» 107 

^ 7 F. 3d 1405,1412 (^ dr. 1997); Urdted Slates v. Edieverfy. 759 ¥2d 1451,1454 (9fe Cir. 

Q 8 1985). In ancfa cases, a defendsnt must provkte sufiBelent evutence tint a mentd condfaionrdses 
Kl 
- i 9 reaaoiuble doubt that the defimdant had fee capacity to acttiaUy fi>rm the level of faitent required 

10 as an dement ofapaitienlar crindnd oflSase. Sfe(/.£ v.£)rilU^588F.2d721(9feCfa'.1978^ 

11 In a murder triat fiw example, a siKcessfddfanfaiidwd capachy detbnsembî  

12 teduction to fee chaige of mandmigihter. We fasve fbund no cases fai wfaich dfanfadsihedespadty 

13 has been uaed aa a defhnae to a crindnd vkdation of fee FECA, or any andogouacaaea wfaere 

14 femundwd capadty faaa been uaed to negate dw''knowing and wUlfid''oomponem of a vte 

15 fal dvU enfbrcement actions.* See 2 U.S.C. S 437g(d!). 

16 O'Donndrs recent chdm of dimfaiiriwd capacity cannot overoome the strong evidence 

17 feat he had knowledge ofdw law and took deliberate (ratiier tinn acculentd or faudvertent) 

18 acttons tiiat violated tiw tew. Ffafat,dw purported condition was not diagnosed at or even shortly 

19 after fee time offee vkdadons. indeed, O'DonneU's memdsatte was rdsed only after it became 

20 cleardutfeeComndsskmwouldnotccoeiUatewifeoutcidwrafindnigoranadndask̂  

* 8l8dflandy, SeeiiQe 5iC2.13 of fhe Fedend ScBienrias Ooldalfaia ncosdiss 
deftnsB to Uddlhy fbr ddstioB of die hm, but as a geaed̂  
downwud departure hi tenns of sealBBBhî  Sueh a depaitunb only availablê  however. If the dtaddShed capachy 
to finad to have *̂eenarnmtBd subatsatfally to the comnlssiOB ofthe ofihase." 



MURS758 
Ocaeral Gouasel's Repert ffl 
Page9ofl7 

1 ODomwU knowfaigly and wUlfidly vtoteted fee tew. Second, dw mentd faedfe profesdonds 

2 wfaose opfanons fasve been proffered Iqr O'DouneU were lebdned, fal part, for pu^^ 

3 defenfeng O'DomwU's legd exposure faefiire tiw Commisston, and Ukdy aqy sduequem 

4 crfaniud prosecution; none oftfaeireoiwfaisioiu were readied Gonteniporanecuatywî  
KJ 
(3 S actions feat constiftitevtofadons offee kw fal feb matter. Sac O'Donndl Reaponae, Exha. 1,3-
Kl 

6 5. Inlimt,dwearite8tevduadonafMr.O'DonneUfedtedtt>adi8gnoabofBlpdarDborder 
fM 

^ 7 waa fal Febniaiyof200S,ahnod two yean afier dwactivitiea dut led to tfabtoveatlgation. Sse 

0 8 O'Domwll Reqxmae Exh. L Tbfad, it b undisputed fed O'DomwU knew fed it was Utegd to 
Kl 
*̂  9 refanburaedw contributions. O'DomwU'a sidiaequentactiona were nefafaer acddentd nor 

10 inadvertent, bd were a deUbeiateeflM to cireunivenl tfae tew and conced wfaat he fidly 

11 underatood to be vtotedons of fee tew. TluM, even if O'DonneU's Judgm^ 

12 medicd condition, feenb no basb on fee raeonl to conclude fed such an unpafamemtottdly 

13 negated O'DonneU's cspacity to act tea knowuig and wUlfid manner. Ffaully, O'DonneU's 

14 diminidied cqucity aigument should receive even tesa wdght given fee fhct feat O'DomwU has 

15 offered no teatinumyreganfing fab mentd impaiimem and how It puipofted̂  

16 appsedation dut he waa aetfaig fa violation ofdw Aot 

17 Our meeting whh Dr. Maik MUte furdier confirms that O'Donndl knowhigly vtolated the 

18 Act For exampte, we aaked Dr. KfiUs wfay O'Donndl cfaose one mefeod of vfoteting fee faR^ 

19 over anodier fa faying to med fab eommifanent to fee Edwards campaign, faodierwonbfiffab 

20 mental Ufaiess prevented fafan fim spprecfadng fed fee hwqiplted to fab acttonŝ  

21 tff dispdSf ftfV?»f »»»rii"' * « n m^Ving • dlnect eireaidvB contribution hfanadf wnfliout 

22 fee uae of conduits Dr. MUbadknowledged that O'DonneU "lonew bofe were wronfif* and 

23 conceded dial O'DonneU chose the method least likdy to be detected. 
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1 NotwifestandfaigdwconceafanentwfaichweviewasevkteneeofO'DonneU's awareness 

2 fedthetewqppfiedtofafan,Dr.NfflbstiU(vfawdfedO'DQnnen'8menM 

3 Gondstent wife''flauntingfeobnv." lot ofDr. MadeMUh, Dec 19,2006. O'Donndl's defimse 

4 queers to be thd wfaUe fab actions were knowuig, fau mentd Ukwss prevented dwm fim befag 
Ml 

0 5 wUlfid. However, O'DonneU took a sertesofdeUbeiale and cdcutetedstqM*̂  disguised̂  

^ 6 source offee fimds.''/ftgalto, 916 F2dd 213-14. Tlds ŵ  
Kl 

KJ 7 engaged m such a reimbursemem scheme, the first befaig the Hdm contributions discussed fa the 

0 8 Generd Counsd's Briet Sse O'Donndl Brief at 8-9. AeconUnglyf O'DonneU's actions shodd 
Kl 

9 be legarded 88 wUlfid. 

10 fa sum, dw medicd oifedonsofitered by Reqxmdent's experts fidl to rebut tfae sdstantid 

11 evidenee tfad O'DonneU's actions were knowfaig and wUlfid. Aeoordfaigly, we recommend tfad 

12 dw Conunisston find peobabte cauae ft> beUeve dut Pierce O'DonneU knowfaigly and wUlfidly 

13 vkdated 2 U.SX̂ .S441fbyinakfaigcoiilribntions fa fee nanies ofanodwr. 

14 a O'DemMB ft Mordmer LLP 

15 Tlw Ocneid Counsd's Biiefsent to fee Fum sets fbrth tfae aigunienis fiir hokfing fee 

16 Fim viearioodylfadde fiir O'DonneU's knowing and wUlfd viotetion ofdw FECA. SaeFum 

17 Brief 10-17. Tlw Ffam, widiout diq̂ udî  any oftfae fiwtarefadfaig to fee lefanbim 

18 aigues Ifad O'DonneU's fimdrridng ectivities ibr tlw Edwards Committee were outside tfae scop̂  

19 offabeniployment and tfaat aU ofthe ofeer paitnera were unaware ofdw Ul̂ refanburaenî  

20 Sse Ffam Reaponae dl6-lg. Tlw Fiim'a Reqxmaefawhidea an afiBdavIt fim dw Fiim'a fbsmer 
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1 nunagiog partner, Ann Maite Mortuner, fa wfaicfa she swears todw fiwt dut dw was inuv^ 

2 dw reunbunementsdfee time feey wdc made'* Ffam ReqxmseExfa. A. 

3 Notwidistanduig tfae bwkofawBrenessl̂  odier partners, tfae Ffam can be hdd liable for 

4 O'DonneU's wrongfid acts. As esttfeUsfaed fa fee Generd Counsd's Brie( O'DonneU appeara to 
0 
O S have been acting as an agent oftfae Ffam fa tfae ordfauiy courae ofbodness wfaen fae became 
Kl 
^ 6 l»»>lv.dteft»M.i»gforEd»«d.«l»»lcteK^ 

^ 7 Briefdl4-lS. bMteed,bofefeeEdwBRboontributionsandO'DamwU'spriorfimdiBfafeigfiirfee 

Q 8 Hdm nuyoidcanqpaignfalghiifliht how sodi aetivities are witfam tfae scope of fab empte^^ 
Kl 

9 tfae Finn, fa bofe eases, O'DonneU openly used Ffam resources, suppUes, and peisomwl fiv 

10 poUdcdfbndraisfaig, and fadd dw Ffam om todw worid as sponsoring a fiffldrdsfaig event'* 

11 Tfae Film attempto to eigne ffad It could be hdd UaUe for tfae acts ofits partner ody if 

12 ItaiwasfafeebusfawssofUlQgdlyrBfanbuidngcanQNdgncoiittjbû  Hmi Response d 10-

13 IL However, GaUfimuacasetewreveab dut dw Ulegd ad itselfdoes not faave to be wifefa tfae 

14 scqpe offee partnenĥ  busbwss fiw fee paittierBl4> to be hdd UaUe fiir dw wrongfid ad of om 
15 ofitopaittwn. SseJUodbnoviv. ASda,463P.2d418(C8L 1970). Rafeer, "̂ apparent scope of 

16 dw partnenhip buafaMaadependaprimarî  on fee condudoftlwpertnesddp and tts partners and 

17 whd feey cause feud persona to bdteve about fee aufeoriQr of fee partnera.''Ateĉ ^ 

18 P2dd423. "̂ laiendbte agency or ectowidrin tfae acope offee partnenhip boafawaa ave 

19 preaomed'where tfae buaineas done by dw supposed egent, so fiff aa open to tibednerva^ 

la fo rsspoose hriaC the Ffam icpreseded thd k to ta the piocen ordtasdatioBi wHh firnier named partner, Jota 
Shaeflte, havtas toft du fina aone tinw aia* and ttM lemaiafavpartBsr, Ami Marie Mortfaŵ  
fesottwanonMys^heriqgreceatymovedtothaUBAngBlflsofricBOfaDOdierfinni FiraiBriefdfet 
"Bsaed upon iquuseiaadensmaitota fts SuppiensetalBriai; ft ahe appean thrtO'Itemidlteĉ  
bott tfw Hsha and Bdwads flmdnbtag artlvtttas through a proftssloBd assodstion Witt aaodier hn^ 

t befaig handled by tte Ffam. Stae SupplemenhdO'Domiril Response Briefat p. 5. 
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1 fefad parties, bconsiatott wife fee existence ofan agency, and where, as todw tranaaetion fa 

2 queation,dwduid perty wasjustified fa beUevfaig dut an agency existed.'" JUI (dting CouMry 

3 FbrsiNat. Bankef Santa Cruz v. Coast Dtdries dt LandCo., 46 Cd. App. 2d 355,366 (1941); 

4 KdtnenACo.v,PaulHAschkarACo..mvad€89.m^C«.\967). Itappean, 

Q S tiierefim, tfad O'Donndl's fimdralafaig activtties were done fa dw scope offabenipk̂ ent and 
Kl 
Kl 6 to benefit the Rim̂  as diown dwve, and Ifadb enough to faold tfae I^vicaikm^ 
rsl 

Q 8 Alfeough dw Fum can be hekl vicarioudyltebte fiir a knowfaig and wfllfid vtotedon of 
Kl 

^ 9 fee tew, we are recommending fed fee Conunisskm make a prdubte cause findfaig fig ody a 

10 non-knowfaig and wUlfid vidation. WhUc fee ladt ofknowtedge!̂  ofeer partnen doea not 

11 negatevicaitoinUddUtyfivaknowfaigaidwUlfidelementttbamttigBtingfiutor. faaddttton, 

12 fim a practicd stBndpofaU,feebbdiofkno«MgewiU Ukeiy be a dgmficamobstocte fa 

13 persuadfaig fee Ffam̂  odwr partnen to agree to eoncUiate a knowfaig and wUlfid vtotedon 

14 attribmdde entirely to ODonndl's actions. FfauUy, fee fad dut fee Fiim b bdng diaadved 

15 meana fed ttwUl not faave any fidmefaivolvement fa fee poUtied process. Atfebpofart,wedo 

16 not believe it iawotfeeiq̂ endfaig fee addittoiulConunfantonreacvnoes tfad wodd be leqon̂  

17 resolve tfae FfamtUsbUiî  on a knowuig and wUlfbl basb. Nonedwtesa, fee Conunbston dwdd 

18 pnnue a vtoldton by dwFfantcxeicfadng itt prosecutoridfescietico wife rogaid to fee knowfaig 

19 aid wUlfid denient based on the totaUty ofthe chcunutancea. Therefore, we recommend feat 

20 the Ccxnndsdon find probable cause to beUeve thd ODonneU ft Mortimer LLP vtoteted 
21 2U.S.C.§441f. 
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1 

2 C. Ddor 

3 Atthough we recommend dut dw Commisdon find prdubte cauae to beHeve dut Ma. 

4 Valdez vtokded tfae Act, we beUeve tt would be qjpn̂ riate fbr the Conmû  
oo 
O S fintfaer actton ofeer fean issue a tetter ofadmonbfament to Ms. Vddez. 
Kl 
^ 6 As sttded fa dw Vddez Response fete rê ondentb a l̂ fanndgiam wife a falgfa school 
fM 

^ 7 education. Vddez ReqxnsedL Pierce O'DonneU faked her and faad dw audiority to teonfante 

CP 8 her emptoyment kL The reqxmse also contends* wfaidi comports wttfawfad we teamed fa fee 
Kl 

<H 9 favestigation, dut Vaktez wes caiiyfaigod tfae requestoofher emptoyer fa tiw course of her 

10 employmem and dul not perodve thtt ahe had a choloe fa dw matter. Vaklez Reaponae d 6. 

11 Altiiough the O'DonneU medicd reports indicate thd Ma. Valdez expressed reservations about 

12 fee sdwnŵ  dure b no evklence dut ahe knew fee refanburaements were iUegal, and indeed may 

13 faave reUed on O'DonneU's supposed eiqwrtise as a wdl-known tewyer and her boss. 

14 Valdez has asserted faer Fiffe Amendfaett rigfat not to tesd̂ liowever, sfae faas otfaetwise 

15 cooperded wife tfae hwesdgation by voiuntaiilyprovidfaig rdevant bank docunieiits. 

16 faaum.^ddteVaMea miiy have more responsibility than otiier conduits, she was 

17 ultunatetyactfaig on the orders of her emptoyer. Thenfbre, we recommend that the Conunissicm 

18 find prdidde cauae to befieve thd Dotoies Valdez vtofatted 2 U.S.C§441(bd take no fii^ 

19 action odwr tfaan admoniahment and ctoae dw fite. 
20 D. OftwrOftwdpWi 

21 Tlw Ckimmiaatonpredooatyfiiundreaaontt) beUeve tfaat a number of ofeer faidfadd^^ 

22 who weie conddts fa O'DonneU's idmburaement sdieme vtofarted fee Act Atthough dw 

23 favestigation confirmed did tfaese fadividnab were reunbuised fiw dwu'contributions to d̂  
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1 Edwards Commfttee (see Attachment 1 -Cfaart of RefanbnraementoX we chose not to issue 

2 probable cause briefe as to their vtotetions. Our dedston was based on a combfaution oftfae 

3 condmtt'lfanfaed rote, dwir apparmtreUanoe on O'Donndl's tegd expertise, and tfae unequd 

4 bargafaung power fed O'DonneU had over Ifae emptoyees offee Ffam. TUsdedstonb 
(Ji 
Q S consMded wtth pert Conunisdon precedent fa declhring to tuooeedagafaMt mere conddte. See 
Kl 
Kl 6 e.g. MUR 5366 (Tab T\nwr) and MUR 5398 (UfisCare). 
fM 

^ 7 Therefiire we recommend tiiat fee Commbdon take no fiuther action odwr fean 

Q 8 admomahment and ctose tlw fite wttfa reapect todw foltowing fadivkhiala: Christina Andigo, 
Kl 

9 Hilda Eacobar, Jacqudfaw Folsom, RussdlFobom̂ AdtaLatinode Ebe Latinovic, Maty 

10 O'lXinneU, Meghan O'DonneU, EUzabefe Oweu, Bert Rodriguez, Johnny Rodrilgô  

11 VefaHCO,GerddWafal,HdenWahl,andHaiiySUbennan. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

^ 5 
»H ^ 
Kl 
Kl 6 
(M 

Kl 7 

8 
0 • 
Kl 

^ 9 

10 
11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 
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1 

2 

3 

4 
*H m 

Kl 6 
fM 
Kl 7 

0 8 VL m 
Kl 
^ 9 1. Ffad probable cause to bdieve dut Pieree O'DomwU knowfaigty and wUlfidly 

10 vtoteted 2 U.S.C.§441f, 
" 2. . 

12 3. 
13 

14 4. Ffad probdite cause to beUeve fed O'DomwU ft Mortuner LLP fik/a O'DonneU ft 
15 Sfaaefifer LLP vkdated 2 U.S.C.§441f, 

16 5. 
17 

18 6. Ffad probdite cause to beUeve fed Dotores Vddez vtoteted 2 U.S.C 1441f, 

19 7. Take no fintfaer action ofeer fean afenonbhment and ctose dw fite wttfa rasped to 
20 Dotores Vaklez; 
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1 8. Take no further actton ofeer dun admoniahnient and ctose the fite wife reaped to fee 
2 foUowfagconduttrespondems: Christina Andi4o> HUda Bscd»r,JaequeUne Folsom, 
3 RusseU Folsom, Anita Latuwvic, Else Latinovte, Maiy O'DomwU, Meghan 
4 O'DonneU, Blbsabefe()wen, Bert Rodriguez, Johnny Rodrigueẑ  
5 OeraM Wdd, Hden Wdd, and IbnySUbeoiuuî  and; 
6 9. Approve dw appropriate lettera. 

fM 7 
fH a 

Kl • 

fM 1« 
141 11 Dale Lawrence H. Norton 

12 Generd Counsd 
13 

0 14 
Kl ,5 'iRhondal.Voadfigflh 7 ^ 16 "Rhonda J.Vc 

17 Assodato Generd Counad fiv Bnfiucement 
18 
19 
20 
21 Merit ShonkwUer 
22 Assistsnt Generd Counsd 

26 AudnL Wassom 
27 Attorney 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 


